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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 

enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Child Safety and State Failure 

By Ninos P. Malek 

Author's note: As Murray 
Rothbard argued, state operations 
should not exist. But as long as state 
schools do exist, staff and parents on 
campus should be allowed to be armed 
to protect their charges and children. A 
sign that says, "Gun-Free Zone" serves 
not as a warning to murderers, but as a 
welcome mat. The following article, 
which I wrote, originally ran on October 
24, 2006. 

According to John R. Lott, Jr., 
Ph.D. economist and author of More 
Guns, Less Crime and The Bias 
Against Guns, banning guns might 
seem to be the logical way to keep 
children safe in school. However, he 
uses a simple analogy: 

Would you feel safe putting a 
sign in front of your home saying, "This 
home is a gun-free zone"? Law-abiding 
citizens might be pleased by such a 
sign, but to criminals it would be an 
invitation. 

If providing education is 
supposedly a government duty and 
teachers at public schools are agents 
of the government, why can't they be 
trained to carry a gun to protect the 
children the state has placed under 
them? After all Israel and Thailand 
have been cited as examples of how 
guns in schools can save lives. 

But the Gun-Free School 
Zones Act of 1990 made it unlawful for 
any individual to knowingly possess a 
firearm in a school zone, even a police 
officer when not on official duty or a 
teacher who might also be a police 
reserve officer! 

The term "school zone" 
means in, or on the grounds of, a 
public, parochial or private school; or 
within a distance of 1,000 feet from a 
school. However, the Supreme Court 


overturned this in 1995 (L/.S. v. Lopez) 
because it violated the limits of the 
Commerce Clause in the Constitution. 
Legislation stills makes it illegal to have 
a gun within 1,000 feet of a school. 

The Secret Service along with 
the Department of Education produced 
a study entitled "The Final Report and 
Findings of the Safe School Initiative: 
Implications for the Prevention of 
School Attacks in the United States" 
which concluded: "Finally, educators 
can play a part in prevention by 
creating an environment where 
students feel comfortable telling an 
adult whenever they hear about 
someone who is considering doing 
harm to another person, or even 
whether the people are considering 
harming themselves. Once such an 
environment is created, it will remain 
important that the adults in that 
environment listen to students and 
handle the information they receive in a 
fair and responsible manner." 

So there we have it: the 
government that is supposed to protect 
people ends up only recommending a 
gauzy "environment" in which everyone 
is supposed to feel special and listened 
to. Instead of protection, we get 
therapy. 

The situation becomes more 
infuriating when it comes to private 
schools. Why private institutions are 
not allowed to determine their own 
safety policies is a clear violation of 
property rights by the government. Let 
the voluntary decisions of individual 
schools and parents (consumers) 
decide if children should be in the 
presence of teachers with guns. 

If we had a free-market in 
education and the Second Amendment 
was respected, those parents who did 
not trust teachers with guns would send 
their children to gun-free schools and 


those who felt that a school with armed 
teachers provided a safer environment 
would reward schools who provided 
that service with their dollars. The 
training and evaluation of teachers 
could be done by private sector 
institutions of course. 

Unfortunately, because the 
government has monopolized the 
educational system and the Second 
Amendment has lost its true meaning, 
schools will probably not be able to 
protect themselves more effectively 
against those who are mad at the world 
or who have unresolved "issues." We 
hear about the stories of children and 
teens being killed with guns — maybe it 
should be time to hear about how 
children and teens were saved 
because of guns. 

-- Ninos P. Malek is on the 
economics faculty at San Jose State 
University and De Anza College 

NRA Suggests a Police State 

If one follows the "logic" of the 
National Rifle Association's Wayne 
LaPierre, the U.S. should become an 
armed camp with armored-up police 
carrying high-powered weapons 
stationed at virtually every location 
where children might congregate and 
where a crazy person might show up 
with a semi-automatic assault rifle. 

After all, why stop at 
protecting schools? A mentally 
unstable individual could just as easily 
walk into a shopping mall and murder 
kids waiting to talk to Santa Claus or 
enter a theater showing a Disney film 
and open fire on the tiny movie-goers 
or stroll onto a field where children are 
playing soccer and empty a 100-round 
magazine. 

If we are to really protect the 
children as LaPierre suggests, we 
should have armor-encased SWAT 







officers at literally every event where 
there are kids. 

No, we would need "good 
guys with guns" at least equal in 
firepower to the "bad guys with guns." 
That is, if we were to apply LaPierre's 
reasoning as expressed at the NRA's 
news conference on Friday, belatedly 
responding to the massacre of 20 
schoolchildren and six teachers in 
Newtown, Connecticut, a week earlier. 

— Robert Parry, Consortium News, 24 
December 12 

“Two Got It Right at Sandy 
Hook” 

The only two people on the 
scene with the right approach to 
dealing with the Sandy Hook shooter 
were principal Dawn Hochsprung and 
school psychologist Mary Sherlach, 
who, if the reports are accurate, rushed 
toward the shooter to try to stop him. 
Their efforts were not sufficient, as they 
died trying, but that is the kind of effort 
the situation required. 

Of course it is also important 
that those who try to swarm a shooter 
go about it the right way. The approach 
needs to be as fast as possible, 
dodging from side to side like a football 
lineman to make one more difficult to 
hit, perhaps throwing things at the 
shooter along the way to distract him. It 
may also take more than two doing 
that. 

It has been suggested that 
teachers should be armed, but that is 
not practical for such an unlikely threat. 
It is a mistake to prepare to depend on 
having a firearm that one will probably 
never need or not have when the time 
comes. 

The solution is to train people 
how to defend without firearms, using 
only themselves and whatever objects 
might be at hand. People should not be 
trained to run or hide, but to attack with 
whatever they've got. Their advantage 
is in numbers, and they need to use 
that advantage to take the shooter 
down. Yes, a few might get killed trying, 
but if enough try the loss of life is likely 
to be minimized. 

jon.roland@constitution.org 

12/18/2012 

U.N. seeks control of the 
Internet 

The United Nation’s 
International Telecommunications 
Union (ITU) has agreed to work 
towards implementing a standard for 
the Internet that would allow for 
eavesdropping on a worldwide scale. 

At a conference in Dubai this 
week, the ITU adopted the Y.2770 


standard for deep packet inspection 
(DPI), a top-secret proposal by way of 
China that will allow telecom 
companies to more easily dig through 
data passed across the Web. 

According to the UN, DPI will 
allow authorities to more easily detect 
the transferring and sharing of 
copyrighted materials and other 
protected files by analyzing online 
transmissions, not just the header data 
that is normally identified and 
interpreted. 

“It is standard procedure to 
route packets based on their headers, ” 
writes The Inquirer’s Lawrence Lati, 
“but by inspecting the contents of each 
packet ISPs, governments and anyone 
else can look at sensitive data. While 
users can mitigate risks by encrypting 
data, given enough resources 
encryption can be foiled. ” 

Tim Berners-Lee, a British 
computer scientist widely regarded as 
the ‘Father of the Internet,’ spoke out 
against DPI at the World Wide Web 
Consortium. 

"Somebody clamps a deep 
packet inspection thing on your cable 
which reads every packet and 
reassembles the web pages, 
cataloguing them against your name, 
address and telephone number either 
to be given to the government when 
they ask for it or to be sold to the 
highest bidder - that's a really serious 
breach of privacy,” he said. 

Blogger Arthur Herman wrote 
on Fox News online that the goal of the 
delegates at the ITU “is to grab control 
of the World Wide Web away from the 
United States, and hand it to a UN 
body of bureaucrats. ” 

“It’ll be the biggest power grab 
in the UN’s history, ” he warns. 

The ITU’s secretary general, 
Dr. Hamadoun I. Toure, insists his 
organization’s meeting in Dubai poses 
“no threat to free speech.” 

“It is our chance to chart a 
globally-agreed roadmap to connect 
the unconnected, while ensuring there 
is investment to create the 
infrastructure needed for the 
exponential growth in voice, video and 
data traffic,” adding that it presents the 
UN with “a golden opportunity to 
provide affordable connectivity for all, 
including the billions of people 
worldwide who cannot yet go online. ” 

Some nation-states and big- 
name businesses remain opposed to 
the proposal. The ITU’s conference 
was held behind closed doors, and 
representatives with online service 
providers Google, Facebook and 
Twitter have been barred from 
attending. 


On Wednesday, the US 
House of Representatives unanimously 
passed a Senate resolution that asks 
for the American government to oppose 
any efforts by the UN to control the 
Internet. 

— rt.com 06 December 2012 

Senate GOP Kills UN 
Disability Treaty 

Responding to a tsunami of 
opposition against a controversial 
United Nations treaty known as the 
Convention on the Rights of Persons 
with Disabilities, 38 GOP senators 
voted against 61 Democrats and so- 
called ‘‘RINO’’ Republicans to kill the 
agreement. Critics had slammed it as 
everything from a serious threat to 
national sovereignty and parental rights 
to an underhanded power grab by 
global bureaucrats and pro-abortion 
forces. 

Ratification of treaties made in 
accordance with the U.S. Constitution 
requires a two-thirds majority vote in 
the Senate. Critics pointed out that 
some of the 2006 treaty’s provisions 
would have purported to expand the 
federal government’s powers beyond 
constitutionally permissible limits. 

Democrats and President 
Obama saw the lame duck post¬ 
election period as a perfect opportunity 
to ram through controversial 
international agreements. 

The Home School Legal 
Defense Association warned that the 
agreement would grant national 
governments broad and dangerously 
vague powers to intrude on family life, 
supposedly to ensure that parents of 
disabled children are being cared for 
according to the UN’s dictates. 
Especially troubling to critics were 
references to the “best interests” of the 
child, which analysts have long warned 
would eventually put politicians, not 
parents, in charge. 

Also key to the victory were 
organizations concerned about further 
UN infringements on American 
sovereignty, ranging from the generally 
pro-establishment Heritage Foundation 
to the Eagle Forum and the 
constitutional conservative group The 
John Birch Society, which has opposed 
U.S. funding or membership in the UN 
for decades. 

Proponents of self- 
determination and national sovereignty 
warned that the treaty would have 
granted the global organization even 
more power, forcing the U.S. to defer to 
an unaccountable international 
“committee” on disability issues. With a 







The Dick Act of 1902 

Have you ever heard of the 
“Dick Act of 1902?” More properly 
known as the “Efficiency of Militia Bill 
H.R. 11654". Oddly enough it is not 
available online from government 
sources, only a “catalog page” found at 
The Library of Congress. 

The Dick Act of June 28, 1902 
invalidates all so-called gun-control 
laws. It also provides for three distinct 
and separate entities: the regular army; 
the organized militia, henceforth known 
as the National Guard of the State, 
Territory and District of Columbia; and 
the unorganized militia. The 
unorganized militia encompasses every 
able-bodied male between the ages of 
18 and 45, who have the absolute 
personal right and 2nd Amendment 
right to keep and bear arms of any 
type, and as many as they can afford to 
buy. 

The Pennsylvania Gazette, 
Feb. 20, 1788 once published the 
following: "The power of the Sword, say 
the minority of Pennsylvania, is in the 
hands of Congress. My friends, and 
countrymen, it is not so for the powers 
of the sword are in the hands of the 
yeomanry of America from sixteen to 
sixty. The militia of these 
commonwealths, entitled and 
accustomed to their arms, when 
compared with any possible army, must 
be tremendous and irresistible. Who 
are the militia? Are they not ourselves? 
Is it feared, then, that we shall turn our 
arms each man against his own 
bosom? Congress have no power to 
disarm the militia. Their swords, and 
every other terrible implement of the 
soldier, are the birthright of an 
American... The unlimited power of the 
sword is not in the hands of either the 
federal or state government, but, where 
I trust in God it will ever remain, in the 
hands of the people," - Tench Coxe. I 
couldn’t agree more. What about you? 

— Posted by Tim Brown July 20, 2012, 
12160 Social Network, http://12160.info 

Making the World Safe for [fill 
in the blank] 

A 14-year-old Afghan girl was 
beheaded and killed in an attack by two 
men, one of whom apparently asked 
her to marry him. 

The attack happened 

Tuesday. 

Gasitina, a student, was 
beheaded in the Imam Sahib district of 
Kunduz province. 

The girl was fetching water 
when she was accosted, according to 
reports. The men, who have not been 
identified, were arrested by police. 


This was the 15th deadly 
attack on a female victim in Kunduz in 
2012, Amnesty International said. 

In a report on Afghan violence 
against women, Amnesty International 
wrote that one of the justifications of 
the U.S. military going into the country 
in 2001 was to ensure the protection of 
human rights, including women's rights. 
— Jeff Stacklin, Yahoo News 02 Dec 12 

Ed.: there’s always a reason 
to go to war, isn’t there? In World War 
I the war cry was to make the world 
safe for democracy, in Vietnam to stop 
the alleged “domino” effect, in Iraq to 
prevent the use of (non-existent) 
weapons of mass destruction, in 
Afghanistan “to ensure the protection of 
human rights, including women’s 
rights.” How have any of these wars 
defended our freedom, or indeed 
benefited the world? 

Hacking the Human Brain: 
The Next Domain of Warfare 

It's fashionable in military 
circles to talk about cyberspace as a 
"fifth domain" for warfare, along with 
land, space, air and sea. But there's a 
sixth and arguably more important 
warfighting domain emerging: the 
human brain. 

This new battlespace is about 
involuntarily penetrating, shaping, and 
coercing the mind in the ultimate 
realization of Clausewitz's definition of 
war: compelling an adversary to submit 
to one's will. And the most powerful tool 
in this war is brain-computer interface 
(BCI) technologies, which connect the 
human brain to devices. 

Current BCI work has 
researchers interfacing neural data 
connecting the brain to robotic 
systems. While BCI can be useful, 
misapplication of such technology has 
significant implications for the future of 
warfare. 

Where BCIs can provide 
opportunities for injured or disabled 
soldiers to remain on active duty post¬ 
injury, enable paralyzed individuals to 
use their brain to type, or allow 
amputees to feel using bionic limbs, 
they can also be exploited if hacked. 
BCIs can be used to manipulate ... or 
kill. 

Recently, security expert 
Barnaby Jack highlighted how easily 
pacemakers and implantable 
cardioverter-defibrillators (ICDs) could 
be hacked, raising fears about the 
susceptibility of even life-saving 
biotechnological implants. This 
vulnerability could be extended to 
biotechnologies that connect directly to 


the brain, such as vagus nerve 
stimulation or deep-brain stimulation. 

Experiments have proven that 
the brain can control and maneuver 
quadcopter drones and metal 
exoskeletons. How long before we 
harness the power of mind-controlled 
weaponized drones - or use BCIs to 
enhance the power, efficiency, and 
sheer lethality of our soldiers? 

Given that military research 
arms such as the U.S.' DARPA are 
investing in understanding complex 
neural processes and enhanced threat 
detection, it seems the marriage 
between neuroscience and military 
systems will fundamentally alter the 
future of conflict. 

And it is here that military 
researchers need to prevent BCIs from 
being disrupted or manipulated, and 
safeguarded against the ability of the 
enemy to hack an individual's brain. 

The possibilities for damage, 
destruction, and chaos are very real. 
This could include manipulating a 
soldier's BCI so that s/he were forced 
to pull the gun trigger on friendlies, 
install malicious code in his own secure 
computer system, call in inaccurate 
coordinates for an air strike, or divulge 
state secrets to the enemy seemingly 
voluntarily. 

With mind as the sixth domain 
of warfare military and defense thinkers 
need to account for the subtleties of the 
human mind ... and our increasing 
reliance upon the brain-computer 
interface. The threat is real and not as 
far away as we would like - especially 
now that researchers at a Usenix 
Security conference have 

demonstrated a zero-day vulnerability 
in your brain. Using a commercial off- 
the-shelf brain-computer interface, the 
researchers have shown that it’s 
possible to hack your brain, forcing you 
to reveal information that you’d rather 
keep secret. 

- C. Diggins and C. Arizmendi, Wired, 
13 December 12; newsvine.com Sept. 
12,2012 

Stand and Fight 

In Stand and Fight: It's Time 
for a Second American Revolution, 

constitutional attorney John W. 
Whitehead urges Americans to fight for 
their rights—particularly their religious 
freedom-and provides a step-by-step 
plan for fomenting change and 
safeguarding their constitutional 
freedoms. "Freedom in general is under 
attack. But in the area of religious 
freedom for Christians, the battle is 
particularly fierce," writes Whitehead. 
"In virtually every segment of society, 




the culture has become so secularized 
that Christian expressions in public are 
on the cusp of being seen as illegal. 
Furthermore, the battle for religious 
freedom has shifted in such a way that 
it is now the individual Christian who is 
being silenced by the state and 
consequently suffering the loss of 
religious liberty." Stand and Fight is 
divided into three sections. 

*"The Current Landscape" 
examines what Whitehead refers to as 
the "triumph of non-religion over 
religion," and the cultural and legal 
ramifications of banishing religion and 
religious expression from the public 
sphere. 

*ln "Learning from the Past: 
Grassroots Activism," Whitehead traces 
the rise and decline of the pro-life 
movement, the impact of its demise on 
religious freedom, and what concerned 
Americans today must do to truly have 
an impact in their communities. 

*"What You Can Do" provides 
a stirring call to action, urging them to 
stand their ground and fight for the 
things that matter. As Whitehead 
writes, "Time and again throughout our 
nation's history, real change has come 
at the urging of the people." 

— Price $7.95; www.rutherford.org 
The Rutherford Institute • PO Box 7482 
• Charlottesville, VA 22906-7482 • 
(434) 978-3888 • staff@rutherford.org 

San Antonio schools opt for 
“electronic concentration 
camp” 

The Rutherford Institute today 
requested an injunction before U.S. 
District Judge Orlando Garcia in San 
Antonio, Texas to prevent disciplinary 
action against 15-year-old Andrea 
Hernandez, a sophomore at John Jay 
High School who has contested a 
mandatory "spychip”, which she and 
her family call "the mark of the Beast” 
spoken of in the Bible. 

The district’s program, called 
the “Student Locator Project,” is to 
boost public funding for the district by 
increasing student attendance rates. 

A lower court’s temporary 
restraining order has been maintained 
against the district, and officials say it 
remains in effect until the judge issues 
his decision. 

Hernandez has refused to 
wear a school-mandated RFID tracking 
badge based on religious objections. 

Revelation 13:17 describes a 
time when "no one could buy or sell 
unless he had the mark, which is the 
name of the beast or the number of his 
name.” 


Rutherford attorneys have 
alleged that the school’s attempts to 
penalize, discriminate and retaliate 
against Andrea violate her rights under 
Texas’ Religious Freedom Act and the 
First and Fourteenth Amendments to 
the U.S. Constitution. 

“While we all want to ensure 
that our schools are safe, especially in 
the wake of this terrible shooting in 
Connecticut, these RFID tracking 
badges will do little to ensure student 
safety and, in fact, could potentially be 
manipulated in such a way as to make 
students even more vulnerable to 
attack by predators,” said John W. 
Whitehead, president of the Rutherford 
Institute. 

School officials contend that a 
continuous monitoring and tracking of 
students will reduce absences, and 
they will be able to collect an additional 
$1.7 million in funding from the state by 
the time the monitoring program is 
installed in the district’s 112 schools. 

Her attorneys previously said 
the school’s plan essentially put the 
student in an "electronic concentration 
camp.” 

The district sent Hernandez a 
letter informing her she would expelled 
effective Nov. 26. 

-- http://www.wnd.com Judge 
to Force Girl to Have ‘Mark of the 
Beast?’, Dec. 17, 2012 

Chinese Want Gun Control - 
in America 

By Selwyn Duke 

Who’d have guessed it? When 
the Chinese aren’t busy effecting 
forced abortions, persecuting political 
dissidents, sending contaminated 
products to our shores, or shipping us 
other junk that malfunctions a month 
after you buy it, they concern 
themselves with our well-being. 

In an article published by the 
government-front media outlet Xinhua , 
the Beijing regime calls on the Obama 
administration to use the Sandy Hook 
massacre as a pretext for more gun 
control. “Every time a tragedy occurs, 
there are renewed appeals for gun 
regulation. However, the calls 
disappointingly always fail.” Gee, we 
wouldn’t want to disappoint the 
Chinese fascists again now, would we? 

Xinhua writes that the 
Newtown victims’ “blood and tears 
demand no delay for the U.S. gun 
control,” that "with no re-election 
pressure, President Obama is currently 
in the best position to promote it” and 
concludes with, “If Obama wants to 
take practical measures to control 
guns, he has to make preparation for a 


protracted war and considerable 
political cost.” Wow, to paraphrase the 
Rodney Dangerfield character in Back 
to School, “They really care. About 
what I have no idea.” 

The title of the Xinhua piece 
is, “Innocent blood demands no delay 
for U.S. gun control.” Well, the Chinese 
regime certainly is an authority on 
shedding innocent blood. Back when 
they were still giving socialism that old 
college try and before they made Mao 
spin in his devilish grave, they 
murdered 40 to 70 million of their own 
people (it’s too bad those poor souls 
weren’t equipped with AR-15s, huh?). I 
don’t know what the body count is up to 
now, but I do know this: I trust the 
American people with arms far more 
than I trust the Chinese government 
with them. 

And, obviously, Beijing doesn’t 
trust us with them, either. Maybe they 
heard about how the Japanese ruled 
out invading the US mainland during 
WWII because, we’re told, they knew 
that Americans were heavily armed. 
Hey, it would be nice if you never had 
to worry about such a stumbling block 
in the future, eh, you Chinese 
oligarchs? 

http ://www. ca nad afree p ress.com 
Dec. 21,2012 

How about “gun control” for 
the ATF? 

“Fast and Furious” Gun Found at 
Site Where Mexican Beauty 
Queen Killed 

A gun found at the scene of a 
shootout between a Mexican drug 
cartel and soldiers where a beauty 
queen died was part of the botched 
“Fast and Furious” operation. 

Authorities had said that Maria 
Susana Flores Gamez was likely used 
as a human shield in the Nov. 23 
shootout in Sinaloa. 

CBS News learned the 
Romanian AK-47-type WASR-10 rifle 
found near her body was purchased by 
Uriel Patino at an Arizona gun shop in 
2010. Patino allegedly purchased 700 
guns while under the ATF’s watch. 

The “Fast and Furious” 
operation was launched in 2009 to 
catch trafficking kingpins, but agents 
lost track of about 1,400 of the more 
than 2,000 weapons involved. 

The operation came to light 
after Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry 
was killed in December 2010 by 
marijuana smugglers who used guns 
from the “Fast and Furious” operation. 

Federal authorities who 
conducted the operations have faced 
tough criticism for allowing suspected 




straw gun buyers for a smuggling ring 
to walk away from gun shops in 
Arizona with weapons, rather than 
arrest them and seize the guns. 

Several Republicans have 
called for the resignation of Attorney 
General Eric Holder due to the botched 
operation. 

-- CBS Radio Inc., Dec. 18, 

2012 

Family Sues over “Fast and 
Furious” 

The family of slain Border 
Patrol agent Brian Terry is suing 
federal officials and a gun shop over 
the botched “Fast and Furious” 
gunrunning operation that remains a 
dark stain on the Obama 
administration’s disgraced Justice 
Department. 

Those implicated in the 
lawsuit, as summarized by CBS News, 
included six AFT agents, one DOJ 
attorney and the owner of Lone Wolf 
Trading Company gun shop, which was 
cooperating with ATF agents in Fast 
and Furious and sold at least two of the 
rifles later believed trafficked to 
Mexican drug cartels and used in the 
murder of Agent Terry. 

Lengthy investigations by 
Congress and the inspector general 
have highlighted at least 17 ATF and 
Justice Department officials for 
mismanagement, negligence, and other 
acts of wrongdoing related to the 
botched operation. And so far, 15 of 
those have pleaded guilty to the 
charges. 

-- thenewamerican.com, 17 Dec. 2012 

Libertarian Party touts voting 
results 

Former New Mexico governor 
Gary Johnson received 1,272,105 
votes, shattering the 1980 record of 
921,128 votes for U.S. President. 

Republicans blame Libertarian 
U.S. Senate candidates for Republican 
U.S. Senate losses in Indiana and 
Montana. 

Republicans blame Libertarian 
U.S. Congressional Candidate Dan 
Fishman for Republican loss in 


Massachusetts. 

2012 Libertarian votes give LP 
ballot access in 30 States + the District 
of Columbia. 

Republicans and Democrats 
spent $2 Billion on the Presidential 
campaigns of Barack Obama and Mitt 
Romney. 

Libertarians raised and spent 
$3 Million for the Presidential campaign 
of Gary Johnson. 

Romney and Obama outspent 
Gary Johnson 667 to 1. 

News media showered the 
Romney and Obama campaigns with 
more than 1,000 times the news 
coverage that they devoted to Gov. 
Gary Johnson and his Libertarian 
Presidential campaign 

Voters across the country 
voted overwhelming in a libertarian 
direction on ballot initiatives - on taxes, 
on the ending the insane Marijuana 
Prohibition, and more. 

- www.lp.org Dec. 12, 2012 

The Lessons of the 
Maccabees 

Let us remember this 
Chanukah the lessons that the 
Maccabees taught us -- that we must 
be strict and stringent not just with 
regard to ritual observances like 
Chanukah candles but with regard to 
the protecting of the life of the innocent. 
[In 167 BC] the Maccabees waged a 
fierce battle against Greek incursion on 
Jewish sovereignty and taught the 
Jewish people that defense of life 
overrides Sabbath prohibitions. May we 
too remember that life is sacrosanct, 
that it is worth protecting, and that we 
must maintain the tools and ability to do 
so. 

In modern times, here in the 
United States, that means that we must 
protect and preserve our Second 
Amendment rights -- the right to keep 
and bear arms in defense of self, in 
defense of family, in defense of 
property, and in defense of our 
religious and personal freedom. May 
we never see the day when we must 
take up our arms as did the Maccabees 
in defense of our religious way, and 


may we never see a time when we give 
up or lose the ability to do so. Happy 
Chanukah! 

Rabbi Judah Freeman, Staff Writer, 
Jews for the Preservation of Firearms 
Ownership -- www.jpfo.org 12/14/2012 

Texas school arms teachers 

Harrold — In this tiny Texas 
town, children and their parents don’t 
give much thought to safety at the 
community’s lone school — mostly 
because some of the teachers are 
carrying concealed weapons. 

“We don’t have money for a 
security guard, but this is a better 
solution,” Superintendent David 
Thweatt said. “A shooter could take out 
a guard or officer with a visible, 
holstered weapon, but our teachers 
have master’s degrees, are older and 
have had extensive training. And their 
guns are hidden. We can protect our 
children.” 

Harrold’s school board voted 
unanimously in 2007 to allow 
employees to carry weapons. After 
obtaining a state concealed-weapons 
permit, each employee who wants to 
carry a weapon must be approved by 
the board based on his or her 
personality and reaction to a crisis, 
Thweatt said. 

Employees also must undergo 
training in crisis intervention and 
hostage situations. And they must use 
bullets that minimize the risk of 
ricochet, similar to those carried by air 
marshals on planes. 

In the awful aftermath of last 
week’s Connecticut elementary school 
shooting, lawmakers in a growing 
number of states — including 
Oklahoma, Missouri, Minnesota, South 
Dakota and Oregon — have said they 
will consider laws allowing teachers 
and school administrators to carry 
firearms at school. 

Texas law bans guns in 
schools unless the school has given 
written authorization. 

— AP, Angela K. Brown, “Some 
schools, parents consider arming 
teachers”, Dec. 20, 2012 
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